Certainty of Arrest Tittle and Rowe (1974) Tittle and Rowe (1974) provide a further examination of the deterrent effect of certainty of punishment on offense rates. In an attempt to extend previous analyses they examine (1) the effect of arrest clearance rates on offense rates, rather than focusing upon imprisonment as have others (Gibbs, 1968; Tittle, 1969; Chiricos and Waldo, 1970; Logan, 1972; Bailey, Martin and Gray, 1974) , (2) the certainty-rate relationship for smaller and presumably more homogeneous geographic units (cities and counties) than in previous analyses which have focused upon states (Gibbs, 1968; Tittle, 1969; Chiricos and Waldo, 1970;  Logan, 1972;  Bailey, Martin and Gray, 1974) , and (3) the possible spuriousness of the certainty-rate relationship by controlling for a number of socioeconomic and demographic factors associated with crime. (1971) (1971) , Chambliss (1967 (1975) (Tittle, 1969; Chiricos and Waldo, 1970; Logan, 1971 Logan, , 1972 murder, however, is much less substantial than that for total felonies. In short, while the findings for total felonies provide a reasonably good indicator of the certainty-rate relationship for some offenses, levels of arrest would appear much less important for those crimes commonly thought to be least subject to deterrence (murder, rape, robbery). &dquo;correlation@ could not be computed due to no variation (a zero rate) in the dependent variable.
1II'1f*Correlation&oelig; are not computed for n sines belov 10.
a p P G ,OS (Chambliss, 1967) . This finding is quite consistent with the deterrence argument for, as Tittle and Rowe (1974, 460) point out, &dquo;classical criminologists recognized that the motivation to engage in various acts differs as does the motivation of differcnt. individuals with respect to the same act.&dquo;
In conclusion, the investigation reported here permits a more refined examination of the deterrence question than that provided by Tittle and Rowe and lends additional support to their argument that. more attention needs to be focused upon restraint factors in deviance theory. As they also point out, however, many factors remain to be examined in developing a better understanding of deterrence. We consider this investigation as but one step in this direction and urge others to continue to explore this important area.
